
PROVO RTVER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM
PROPOSED ASSESSMENT PROCEDI'RE

In the current system, assessments are calculated on eachaccount _except power accounts according to the assessment unitsassigned to each account. The units aie named went.z Numbersafter a former river commissioner who developed. the system. TheWentz Numbers were determined as follows:
For canals below Deer Creek, the Wentz units

assigned to each account are egual to l_G5 (the numberof days that wentz figured they got water during ayear) times t.he flow rate (cfs) listed in the ubrseDecree for the period from ,June 2oth to July 2oth.
For canals above Deer Creek, the Wentz unitsassigned to each account are equal to 130 days timesl-st class right flow rate plus 90 days times the sum ofthe flows for the other cllsses of rights.

For storage in the upper lakes, the wentz unitsassigned to each account lre egual to the storage rightdivided by 2

According to this method, multiplying the wentz number onany account by 2 would give an approximation of the number ofacre feet allowed by the right. -ln the r_965 commissionersreport., the deputy commissioner updated the rights on the upperProvo River following the pattern given above ind those are theunits being used today.

rL is proposed t.hat. t.he distribution system keep the currentassessment method with some modifications to reflect the currentconditions on the river.
The Heber power account wilr be deleted from the system, itis no longer in use. rt is proposed that there be no cirange'inassessment method for the other por^/er account. The assessmentwould be based on a percent.age of the total system .r""."*entr;the- percentage would not change. The total- p6rer 

""".rr*ent wilLbe billed to the central utah water conservancy District.. TheDistrict will bill the power company for the witer they generatepower on' The District will also fiff any other water users whodivert and use power water based on the amount diverted. TheDistrict will pay the assessment. on the portion of power waterkept.in.storage. This informat.ion is being kept,roio-ry trr"commissi-oner.

rt is proposed that there be no change in the method ofassessment for most of the irrigation companies ana inai11a""f 
". 

'
The assessment would continue to be based on the wentz numberscurrently assigned to the account.



fL is proposed t.hat the Wentz number for the Cent.ral Utahwat.er conservancy District account (.fordanelle Reservoir) be53,750 which is based on t.he ultimate annual delivery anticipatedby CUWCD.

rt is proposed that t.he wencz number for Lhe provo Riverwater users Association account (Deer creek Reservoir) be 50,000which is based on the ultimate annual delivery from storage.
Some water users have made changes in the use of t,heir waterwhich considerably increases the eff5rt requj-red of thecommissioner to regulate and account for their \^/ater use. rnthese situations, 

. it is proposed that a mult.iplier be applied tothe wentz number in the water users account. The multiiiierwould be set according to the percentage of the users, waterright that requires extra accounting oi reguration by thecommissioner. The multipliers now proposed are j..2s for theProvo Bench canal_ Company and l-.70 ior the provo Reservoir waterusers company. The multiplier would be used to increase theWentz number on the account relative to the Wentz numbers on theother accounts.

rt is proposed that the minimum assessment be raised to $20over the next two years. rn 199G, it will be $15 and the $20 in1_997 .

A growing number of water users have entered int.o concractswith the central- utah water _conservancy Dist.rict foi proj ectwater to be used from groundwater- by eichange. rL is'proposedthat. t.hese users be assessed at the rat.e of g2o per i"r" foot.
cUWcD will report the number of acre feet under contract eachyear' The assessment to CUWCD wil-1 include the assessment fort.hese users. cuwcD will in turn bill each of the cont.ractholders based on the amount of acre feet exchanged. cuwcDcurrently has 79 acre feet. of water under contract.

In brief, the assessment calcul-ation would follow the thesesteps:

PROVO RIVER DISTRIBIITION SYSTEM
PROPOSED ASSESSMEIi|:T PROCEDURE p.2

assessment would be calculated.
exchange users assessment would be

of the minimum assessments wouId be

4 - The remaining assessment amount would be determinedby deducting the power, exchange, and minimum r"""""*"rra"from the t.otal- assessment.
, 5. Any multipliers on accounts wourd be applied to theWentz numbers of those accounts.

6. The totar of the wentz numbers for the system(excluding those accounts which paid irre minimum assessment)

L. The power
2. The CUWCD

calculated.
3. The amount

cal-culated.



PROVO RIVER DISTRTBUTION SYSTEM
PROPOSED ASSESSII{EMr PRoCEDURE p.3

would be determined.
7 - ThS remaining assessment amount (det.ermined in step4.) would be proportioned to each account according to theratio of its Wentz number (as increased by any muliiplj-ers)to the total Wentz number for the system (determined. in step5.)

The commj-ssioner's work in regulating fish flows on theriver is in addition to what would normally be expected of acommissioner- rt is proposed that it be compensaled forseparately as contract work. ft is proposed that it be assessedto the cuwcD on an annual fee basis. The basis for the fee, fornow would be 45 hours per season at a rate of g30 per hour with
$150 for travel expenses for a total of 91500. rt is recognizedthat this does not take into account the overtime or odd h5urfactor that is involved in a Iot of the work for the fish flows.The District will bill t,he Bureau of Reclamation to recover thecosts of the fish flow regulation. The fee for this cont,ractwork would not be included in t.he calculation of the assessmencfor the other waL,er users.

_ ft is proposed that this procedure be used during ]'ggS on atrial basis to determine if adJustments need to be made.

rt is proposed that several aspects of the assessmenEprocess be discussed each year at the annual meeting and that theassessment process be reviewed in detail each 3 to 5 y""rs.Annually the committ.ee should:

a. Review the assessment for Stan's contract fish flowwork. The amount of the fee for the coming year would beset based on whether it appeared the effori iequired wasincreasing.
b- Review the multipliers assigned. Determine if thereare changes needed in the current multipliers or ifmultipliers need Lo be assigned. to other accounts.c. Receive a report from cuwcD on t.he number of acrefeet of exchange wat.er it has contracted for.d. Review the minimum assessments to determi-ne if thereis a need for a changie.

rL is proposed that an explanation of the assessment processbe included in the annual repoit each year.



PROVO RIVER DISTRIBTITION SYSTEM
COMPARISON OF CURRENT AND PROPOSED ASSESSMENT METHODS

1995 Assessment is used for the Comparison

Tdal System Assessment

Power Assessments

CUWCD Exchange Users (79 A.F.)

Minimum Assessments

Remaining Assessment

CURRENTMETHOD PROPOSEDMETHODrerc
$4,692

$0

$970

$5,051

$1,580

$2,500

$91,897$9s,366

MajorWater Userc
WenE No. Multiolier

53,750

13,

16,237

,000

$20,152

,130

$2,613
iverWUA

1,458

Ditch lC ,100

2,117

Union lC $731
$s,01w

$423

Assessment from other water usens $7,079 $5,654

NOTES:
The above assesment calculations do not include the special assessment that would be made for the commissioner,s

contract work with the fish flows. That assessment amount will be made seperately and will not be included with the
system assessment calcu lations.


